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I Reassessing o1 "7's position — using vV1¥’a as a premise to argue for D"ar1 oYY
a 18 mnn xnooirr if someone declares that a leg is an n%y
i /mi 71 p77. entire animal cannot be N, per v. 1; cannot be ignored (=15 n) per wmp W
1 Solution: sell animal to someone who needs an 0% for price minus value of that limb (e.g. leg)
(a) Challenge: the buyer is then bringing a “missing” 0 (missing the leg, which is brought for the seller)
(b) Answer: only can sell to someone who vowed n»na n% "y 1 (i.e. with its vital parts)
ii ~ ’py 777 ¥”7: entire animal is N5, per v. 1
1 Note: nTyv "1 agrees if he is w*pn a “vital” organ
(a) n77: something which if removed would make the animal a na»v
(b) &7 something which, if removed, would make the animal a 1923
(i) Note: 811 holds m'n narv, therefore he identifies it as n%21 NMR MWV 727
(c) w7 something which will kill it
(i) Note: he disagrees with X171 about 8"’s ruling — if thigh and socket are removed, na»v
1. Positions: X171 accepts it, v™ rejects
2 Challenge: end of Xnavin — 11 concurs with yov 1 if a vital organ, with T’ "1 if not
(a) Implication: nmn "1 disagrees even about a vital organ (no vV1v’a)
(b) Defense: not »a1’s “ny1an”; rather his report that nTn> 7 himself agrees with »01 '7 in a case of a vital organ
II  x17's questions and those asked of him (and in w111 N1 of qov ")
a  ANa7 does vwa apply to birds - 1p'n
i Lemmal: v. 1 references nnna - not birds
ii  Lemma2: v. 1 references 129p >birds included
b  xa27if he was w*pn one limb for 0nT — does it then become qun NvV1Tp and then spread to entire animal - 1p'n
i Lemmal: we accept these steps
ii ~ Lemma2: we can only apply 1 "1wn”; cannot extend to 911 and then to entire animal
iii  Proposal: X171 can answer from his own ruling: if he sanctified a ram for ©n7 - has 91n nw1Ip (may be brought as N5 )
1 Rejection: in that case, he was w»1pn the entire animal (1 wn)
¢ Question posed to x27. if he was w*1pn one 718, may the animal be shorn
i Proposal: answer from 8n»a (re: v. 2) — “your own” flock may not be shorn; if co-owned with non-Jew, may be shorn
1 Implication: partially-sanctified animal may be shorn
2 Rejection: in that case, there was no nwyTp at all (1191 co-owned with non-Jew has no 1131 nv1Tp)
3 (alternate: in that case, he doesn’t have the purview to be w*pn entire animal, unlike our case)
d  »awasked of ¥37. if he was wTpn the pelt, may it be worked?
i Proposal: Rn»71 — if someone says “whatever is in this animal’s womb is an n%y”, the host mother may be shorn but
not worked, as that also weakens the 150
1 Rejection: that nTiay MR is 127N
2 Challenge: if so, why didn’t they prohibit nr» as well
(a) Answer: nTay, which does weaken, was worthy of extending even if only 921 is wyTp; N1’y doesn’t affect at all
e  »7anasked of 9or ‘1. if an animal is D'n%® but the 19 is PYIn and he did nvnw inside Nty
i According to: 1"n that WP MTHM become sanctified at birth, is this a case of Ny P5IN NV NY?
ii ~ Answer: it is not — v. 3 (which guides n7ya p»1n by implication) doesn’t apply — couldn’t slaughter “there”
f  »anasked of 9or 27 if the animal is P90 but its 19 is D'nYW and he slaughtered it outside — is it yyna owTp?
i Answer: it is not — v. 4 directs pin »01nw to those that could be brought 'n; this one was inaccessible
ii  (alternate answer: it is not, must be fit to be brought T»mn YR nna)
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